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PER CURIAM:”

Lonnie James Johnson, Jr. (*Johnson”) was a participant in a group long-
term disability benefit plan sponsored by his employer, McElroy Metal Mills, Inc.
The benefit plan was funded by insurance issued by Hartford Life and Accident
Insurance Company (“Hartford”). Hartford administered claims under the plan.
Johnson filed a claim for long-term disability benefits under the plan, which

Hartford denied. Johnson filed suit against Hartford, asserting a claim for long-

“ Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R. 47.5, the court has determined that this opinion should not
be published and is not precedent except under the limited circumstances set forth in 5TH CIR.
R. 47.5.4.
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term disability benefits under the Employment Retirement Income Security Act
of 1974 (“ERISA”), 29 U.S.C. § 1001, et seq. The district court dismissed

Johnson’s claims with prejudice, and Johnson appealed.

Johnson filed a “motion for decision on stipulated record,” and the district
court employed an abuse of discretion standard to review Hartford’s denial of
Johnson’s claim for long-term disability benefits. We apply the same standard
of review as the district court, reversing only if the plan fiduciary’s decision is
not supported by substantial evidence and is arbitrary and capricious. Corry v.
Liberty Life Assurance Co. of Boston, 499 F.3d 389, 399 (5th Cir. 2007) (citations
omitted); Meditrust Fin. Servs. Corp. v. Sterling Chems., Inc., 168 F.3d 211, 214-
15 (5th Cir. 1999).

Having reviewed the record, we find no abuse of discretion. For essentially

the reasons stated by the district court, we AFFIRM.



